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POINTERS 


The World Council of Churches is the subject of am article on 
page 110.) In connection with it some words from an article by - 
Dr. Florovsky, Dean -of the Russian Orthodox Theological 
Se min: ry in New roe in lhe Living Church of September 4, 
[o4gg, are of interest as showing that the doubts and hesitations. 
noted by our nba Fy are not contined to members of the 
Church of England. Dr. Florovsky writes as follows : 

* What—is the full and true meaning of the * ecumenical ’ 
claint? © What is the scope of the ecumenical venture? What 
is, afterall, the alleged oscommene and what ought it to be? As 
a matter of fact, most of the Constituent bodies of the World 
Council are Protestant churehes ; Old Catholics, Anglicans, and 
astern Orthodox are but a minority, Protestant mentality is 
prevailing. Can we a quiesce in this situation ? Or must we not 
have the cour: ive tO ae know “ls it as a serious Himit: ition, as an 
imminent danger, subversive of the whole ecumenical enter- 
prise 2 This question is possibly rather offensive to many, he | 
proble m is possibly too delicate to be discussed publicly. But 
it cannot and should not be evaded. As a Protestant organiza- 
tion, the World Council will simple fail and cease to be what it 


of 


* aims, what it was meant to be. Yet, I am afraid, there ts no 
ies agreement precisely on this very point in ecumenical quarters 
and even less in the constituent churches. 

‘Dr. Visser 't Hooft reminded us of this problem and tension 
in his_opening secretarial report to the Central Committee. In 
his opinion, contacts and deliberations with the Roman Catholic 
Church did belong organically to the very scope of the Ecumenical 
endeavour, unpromising and ambiguous though they may be>>. 
He felt that the Council had persistently to be reminded of the 
faith and heritage of the Eastern Churches.” 

* * * * 


The Archbishop of York in his address to the Triennial Con- 
vention of the American Episcopal Church, from which we print 
extracts on page 108, utters, as he so often does, wise words of, 
warning and counsel. We would call attention especially to his 
warning against looking for * short cuts’ to reunion, and his 
emphasis on the necessity of ° * increasing friendship and co- 
operation " before ~ anything like corporate reunion "’ is possible. 

And equally important is his warning that ** in working for reunion 

we shall fail if for the sake of some temporary appeasement we 

jettison part of our heritage either in Catholic Christendom or ; 
the spiritual freedom we have gained through the Reformation”*, 
always remembe ring that this freedom ts “ ordered freedom ” 

with * its limits in the acceptance of the Scriptures, . . . in its 

Creeds, . . . and in the, faith and order set forth in the Prayer 


Book.” 


The Reunion Conversations in England, about which an official 
statement is reproduced on page 107, have been adjourned for a 

_ year and will not be resumed until September, 1950. In con- 
nection with this some points made at the Methodist Conference 
held this year in Liverpool, for which we are indebted to a corre- 
spondent, are of interest. 
‘Supplemental ordination,” our correspondent writes, “in 

any form was repudiated by Dr. Newton Flew, in debate on an 
Interim Report of the Lambeth Conversations. (The newspaper 
‘the subject The Obstacle of Episcopacy’.) Dr. Flew 


said: ‘ We hold the Catholic doctrine of ordination that it is once 
and for all. You are either ordained or not ordained.’ He said, . - - 
and repeated, that the Conversations were on the understanding 
that the ordination issue was not to be raised. 
—- * Dr. Lofthouse told the Conference that * the first step would 
have to be inter-Communion. To that the Anglican Church was, 
as a whole, absolutely opposed.’ 

‘ But let me add a word as to my appreciation of the Methodist 
charity of temper (though it so often misunderstands us). and» 
admiration of a greater firmness than seems to be shown on the — 
Anglican side,” | 
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* * * 


REUNION CONVERSATIONS ENGLAND 


Another fficial statement has been evsed about the conversa- 
tions between Anglicans and Nonconformists. which began as a 
result of the Archbishop of Canterbury's Cambridge sermon. The 
statement is as follows :—- 


‘A further series of conversations between members of the — 
C isch of England appointed by the Archbishop of Canterbury 
and representatives of the Evangelical Free Churches of England 
took place from September 1 to September 8, 1949, at Mansfield 
College, Oxford. The Bishop of Derby alternated as chairman 
with the Rey. Dr. Nathaniel Micklem, ‘principal of Mansfield. 


Good progress was made in discussions concerned with the 
subjects which in the interim report of the conference (published 
earlier this year) had been Neted as requiring further elucidation. 
The members of the conference were not blind to the difficulties. 
These, in an atmosphere of the utmost cordiality and friendliness, 
were faced with frankness. On both sides it is believed that it 
will be possible by the end of next year to produce a report in 


which positive suggestions can be put forward for consideration 
by the bodies concerned. 


The adjourned conference accordingly be resumed next 
September with the avowed hope of being able then to draw up a 
report outlining what would be involved if the proposals set forth 
in the Archbishop of Canterbury's Cambridge University sermon 
of November 3, 1946 (since published under the title A Step 
Forward in Church Relations) were to be carried into eftect.”’ 


ANGLICAN FREEDOM 


In the course of his remarks on freedom and toleration, which 
we have not space to quote in full, the Arc hbishop of York said 


at the Convention of the American Church :— 


* Only ii should be remembered that this freedom is ordered 
freedom: freedom without any limits becomes anarchy. The 
Anglican Communion ‘has’ its limits in the acceptance of the - 
Scriptures as the test stone of faith, in its Creeds founded on the 
Scriptures, and in the faith and order set forth in the Prayer Book. 
The bishops and the clergy as officers of the Church are more. 


limited in their freedom than the laity, for they have only been 
~ given their commission to teach after they had promised at their 


ordination or consecration to hold and teach the faith of the 
Church. The teacher must always accept limitations from which 


the pupil is free.” 
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THE “ANGLICAN COMMUNION 
AND REUNION 


spe aking at the. end of September to the Convention of the 

nerican EpiscopalsChurch, the Archbishop of York took as his 
subj et °° the Anglican Communion and the contribution it should 
make to Christendom and the world’. Dr. Garbett spoke first of 
the Nature of*the Anglican Communion, and then wert on to 
consider ~ what are the special contributions which the Anglican 
(Communion should make to the world-wide Church. They were 
three — reunion, freedom, and evangelism “. He contjnued : 


‘THe BRIDGE CHU RCH 


* The character of the Anglican Communion gives it special 
qualifications to help.in the healing of the division of Christendom. 
When I was first ordained I was taught that the Church of England 
was the * bridge Church ° which would unite the Catholic and the 
Reformed Churches, and the Churches of the East and West. 
Most of us have long grown out of this somewhat self-complacent 
optimism. * But what I would not dare sav of the Church of 


Englant-t arr -teady- to-sav-of the Anghe: Communion; 


convinced that because within it there is found both Catholicism 
and Protestantism, it has a special contribution to make to the 
cause of reunion. 


‘‘ The Churches of the Anglican Communion confess openly that 
they are Catholic whenever they say the Creed—' I believe in the 
Holy Catholic Church.’ We possess the Catholic Scriptures, the 
Catholic Creeds, the Catholic Sacraments, and the Catholic 
ministry. We also say with Archbishop Laud that the Church is 
Protestant ; for we reject the authority of the Pope, and we 
accept the Scriptures as the final authority for what is necessary 
for salvation, and claim spiritual freedom. 


‘This double aspect of the Anglican Communion brings diffi- 
culties and sometimes causes tension among its members ; this 
is almost inevitable, human nature being what it is. But the 
Anglican Communion is not a compromise for the sake of peace, 
but comprehenston for the sake of truth. The fact that within the 
Anglican Communion there are found both the Catholic and the 
Protestant streams of thought enables it to enter into under- 
standmg and friendly relations with both the ancient and-the 
reformed Churches. I was present as a very junior bishop at the 
Lambeth Conference of 1g20, and I shall never forget when agree- 
ment over the Appeal to all Christians had been reached, that the 
bishops did what must be very rare in an unemotional assembly 
of unemotional Anglicans; we all rose and sang the Doxology. 
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‘In that Appeal we described the vision of a reunited Church as— 


ableto talk over-quite frankly the matters cn which -we-disagree 
~ we should not be content with purring contentedly over those on 


a Church ge enuinely C Catholic, loyal to all truth, and gathering into 
its fellowship all “ who profess and call themselves Christians ’ 
within. whose visible unity all the treasures of faith and order, 
bequeathed as a heritage by the past to the present, shall be 
possessed in common, and made serviceable to the whole body of 
| 


‘Though the immediate results of the appeal were small, 
launched the whole of the reunion movement on a new and more 
hopeful phase. It encouraged co-operation between Christians, it 
strengthened existing fellowship between Churches, it helped to 
make Christians penitent for their disunion, and to recognize that 
all, in differing degrees, had some responsibility for it; and it 
inspired a greater cagerness to explore new avenues through which 
the Ses BIR to reunion might most hopefully be made. 


‘At the present time many of the Churches of the Anglican 
Communion are engaged in discussion with other Churches as to 
how best they may come together. Quite frankly I see no short 
cuts to anything like corporate reunion, but long before this is 
possible I look with great confidence towards increasing friendship 
and co-operation. We must know one another well enough to be 


which we already agree. We must be led_to like one another 
sufficiently to long for the day when a bowing ac quaintance may 
be transformed into active fe llowship in the service of the One 


Lord. 


‘ Already there are signs of this drawing together the Oecu- 
menical Movement, described by William Temple as the great 
new fact of our time, is a proof of this. Amsterdam was a remark- 
able expression of it. [was not at ” ; great gathering, but I shall 


never forget Christmas morning < Tambaram some .months 


before the war when the celebrant st the Holy Communion was 
Bishop Azariah, assisted by an American, a Chinese, an African, 
a Japanese bishop, and myself, all of us bishops-of-the Anglican 
Communion ; and to receive the Bread and Wine of Life there 
knelt nearly three hundred men and women of difierent Chure hes 


and races. 


“As an Angligan bishop I have in the last few years been 
welcomed in very different Churches: I have worshipped with 
the Russians in their cathedral at Moscow, with the Greeks. in- 
Athens, and I have prayed with the Ethiopians i in Abyssinia. .:. 
But in working for reunion we shall fail if for the ais 
of some temporary appeasement we jettison part of our heritage 
either in Catholic Christendom or the s spiritual freedom we have 


gained through the Reformation.” 
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THE WORLD COUNCIL CHURCHES 


After the inauguration and first meeting of the World Council 
of Churches in August,.1948, there was. published a small book, 
The Message and Reports of the Fis Assembly of the World 
Council of Churches with Aids to Strdy and Discussion (S.C.M. 
Press. 38.). The booklet covers a wide range of subjects which 
cannot be dealt with in a short article, but it will be of interest to 
examine the book to see what light it sheds on some of the doubts 
and hesitations which were expressed in the meetings of the 
Church Assembly when the proposal for the formation of the 
Council was being discussed. 


IN THE CHURCH ASSEMBLY 


I was in the Church Assembly in 1938 when Archbishop Temple 
moved that steps be taken for the representation of the Church 
of England at a preliminary conference to which the draft con- 
stitution of the proposed Council was to be submitted, and again 
in 1940 wherrheasked the Assembly to welcome the establishment 
of the Council and to arrange to fill the places allotted to the 
Church of England. Both these resolutions were earried, but the — 
debates showed that there was a good deal of hesitation in the 
minds of many members. This hesitation was based mainly on 
five matters. 

1) There was considerable objection to the name, * World 
Council of Churches,”” which one speaker described as ‘* most 
unfortunate ”’ 

(2) It was argued that the “ theological principles "’ on which 
the Council was based were altogether too vague. Membership 
was to be open to all who * acknowledge Jesus Christ as Ged and 
Saviour "’, but it was pointed out that there was *“no need even 
for the members of the Churches represented to be baptized "’ 

(3) It was said that the formation of the Council weuld be 
“the triumph of federation and not’ unity in the Christian 
Church "’, that it “would hamper the ultimate attainment of 
Christian unity, and tend to stereotype differences of opinion ”’ 

(4) It was feared that the Council might come to be regarded 
as “a super-church ’, “a superior body which acted for its ~ 
subordinates without any special commission from them and which 
could override them 


(5) Dr. Temple had explained 


of the World Council had been completed it had immediately 
been communicated to the Vatican with the statement'that if. 
the Chutch of Rome desired to participate there would be the 
most hearty welcome. There had been a most courteous reply, 
but it had been intimated that it was better to go on side by side ”’ 
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This decision led. many to fear that, the foundation of the Council 
would tend towards * the organization of Christendom into two 
camps, ‘Roman and non-Roman’’.. It was remembered that -the 
Lambeth Conference had declared that there can be no fulfilment 
of the divine purpose in any scheme of reunion which doés 
not ultimately include the great Latin Church of the West with 
which our history. has been so closely associated in the past and 
to which we are still bound by many ties of common faith and 
tradition ’’, and it was argued that the foundation of the World 
Council would hinder the fulfilment of this ideal and might result 
in “a merging of the Church of England into Pan-Protestantism ” 


THe REPORT 


- Let us now examine the document before us and see what light 
it throws on these five points. 

(1) The Introduction to the Report of Section | records some 
disagreement about the title of the Council. It says: “* Some 
would have liked to go on record that the very: name of * the 
World Council of Churches’ gave expression to a scandal which 
ought not to be. The New Testament allows us to speak of the 
universal Church and: of local chutches, but we were using the 


plural, quite un-Biblical way, to mean our ‘denominations 


But others had an easy conscience in the matter.’ 
(2) One hundred and forty “‘ Churches ’’ were represented at 
Amsterdam. The Report acknowledges “ deep differences of 


- conviction,"even on great matters of the faith "’, but also states 


that ** we are one in acknowledging Him as our God and Saviour "’ 
It records that “no attempt was made to gloss over these difter- 
ences or to pretend that they are less grave than they really are.’ 

I can find no reference to the necessity of Baptism. 

(3) A consideration of this ‘point brings us to the Report of the 
Section which~ considered “ The Universal Church in God's 
Design". This was “ received by the Assembly and commended 
to the Chure hes for their serious consideration and appropriate 
action '’, but not unanimously as was the case in the reception of 
all the other sectional Reports. It says: We all believe that 
the Church is God's gift to.men for the salvation of the world: 
that the saving acts of God in Jesus Christ brought the Church 


‘into being: that the Church persists in continuity throughout» 


history through the presence and the power of the Holy Spirit.” 
‘Within this agreement we should continue in obedience to God 


-to-try-to-come to-a-deeper understanding of our differences in. 


order that they_may be overcome.” The Report goes on to 


-enumerate-some of these differences. This article would-be too 


long if I Were to discuss them and I can only refer my readers to 


page 24 of the booklet. A later paragraph says that * ‘although 


genuine convictions and loyalty to truth itself have their part in 


the making and perpetuatifig Of divisions, we confess that pride, 
selt wit and lovelessness have also played their part still 
do vores on to express penite nee for this. Nothing Is 
satd as te any plans for further discussion of these difference but 
one department of the Couneil is im fact concerned with such 
discussion, 

(4) paragraph on The Neture-of the Council’ we read 
that the constituent bodies “ bear witness together to their com- 
mon allegiance to Jesus Christ and co-operate in matters requiring 
united action"; The Council ts “* far from desiring to usurp any 
of the functions which already belong to its constituent Churches, 


— or to contro! them or to legislate for them’. Statements will 


net be binding on any Church unless that Church has contirmed 
them and made them its own.” | 

(5) The Report says that “ the whole range of non-Roman 
Catholic Christiauiity ” was represented at Amsterdam, but there 
is no other reference to. the Roman Communion. In the Dean of 
Lichtield’s “Lite of Wilham’ Temple” we are told that) Dr. 
femple wrote to the Cardinal Secretary of State at the Vatican 
expressing the hope that it be possible for the World 
Council * to exchange information with agencies of the Church 
of Rome on matters of common interest " and to “ have the help 
frony time to time with Roman Catholic 
theologians and scholars ". An answer was received through the’ 
Apostolic Delegate an London to the eftect that His Eminence 
~*~ saw no obstacles in the way of carrying out Temple's proposals” 
Whether anything came of this IT cannot say. It was a tragedy 
that the Archbishop's death occurred’ before the first meeting of 
the body which he had been so largely responsible for bringing 
into being. It was m. uns due to lis ettorts that, as the writer of 
his tnogr. hy puts it, the unity underlying the organization 
held firm in spite ot the immense str. uns of war” 


D. M. 
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